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A Declaration of the eſpecial vneruths contained 1n Morgans Bill exhibited in Parliament againſt Bowe 


0 Meggs; Iones,and others, with Anſweres therennto as hereunder followeth. Viz, 


ASR Obietion. | £4 
He title of bus 1 Filland Briefe, declareth Morgan to be firſt Plaintiffe againſt 66s and theref, aud Bowdler to be Plaintiffe againſt bim afterwards, vpon a (\ roſſe Bill, A 
; eAnſwere, 1 
Owaler was firſt Plaintiffe againſt Morgan ; andit was five Monethes after, before {organ preferred a Crofle Bill againſt Bowdler, Ag 75, lones,and the reft$) 
; = *Þ 
Obie&t. Eflington and Barlow were Partners. with Bowdler, Turner, Tones, and S;r Tohn Bourchier, 51 the Farme of the Alloms. > 
Anſ. Neither Eſſington, nor Barlow, were Partners with them, as by anſwere vpon Oath made in Chancery appeares. "1 
Obie. Meggs lent his name andcredit to Bowdler without [:mitation, totake vp CMonies to ſupply the Allom buſineſſe, whereby Meggs, Bowdler , and the reſt became 4s 
joynt bedy, and were knowne both in England and inforreme parts, by the name of the «Allom Companie , or Bowdler and Company. 3 ” 
Anſ. CHMeggsbeing Father in Law to Bowdler, did out of loue to him lend him his name, to ſupport his credit, yet wasnot Aſeggsa Partmer with Bowdler, or any of g 
Allom Farmers in the Allom buſineſle, and therefore they were not as one ieynt body. | * 
1609. Obiet. Bowdler and Company wade choice of Morgan to bee therr Faflor at Midaleborough, and when Morgans credit would not ſerue toprocure CMonies enongh to pa 
Oflober. thei Bilsof Exchange ; he wrote to them of it, drreting bis Letters 80 Bowdler and Company , and what ener he required by the [uid Letters to be performed by Mepgs, Turners. 
any of them, the [ame was performed by them. TW 
Anſ. Morgan was Servant to Bowaler, long before he hadany dealings in the Allom buſineſſe; and w2s by him employed at Middleborovugh, in other affaires, andir=- 
is true thatafrerwards hewas alſo employed to pay Bils of Exchange for the Allem buſineſſe; but it was o:.]y by his Maſter Bowaler, and not by appointment ot the Allom 
Company. Beſides when Morgan did direct ſome tew Bils ot Exchange trom Midcleborough to be paid here in London by Xſeggs and Twrner,; they ſeuerally wrote to hint 
that he ſhould doe ſo no more, tor if he did they would not accept the Bils nor pay them, ſo that whatſoever Aforgan required of them was nor performed, 
Obie. To exable Morgans credit at Middleborongh, they ſent him [enerall unlimited Letters of creat , foe in one hinde ſome 14 another; thereby declaring to all men that wha« 
ſoemrr trufted their Faftor Morgan, they allthereby obliged themſ:laes for repayment thereof, | | 
Anſ. Albeit ſeuerall Letters of Credit, were {ent to Aſorgan, yet they were not all valimited, Neither all of them as generall warrant to all! men that would of. 
Morgan, For eMeggs didonly ſubſcribe to one Letter which was ſent to one particular man; and that was to remayne in force bur till it ſhould be recalled, which was recal: 
led within three Moneths after, whereby neither any man eiſe could challenge Meges for his Debtor , nor that particular man for longer time then till repayment of ''þ 
ſumme only which was lent within the time aforeſaid, ſo alſo, ſome other ot the Partners neuer gaue any Letter of Credit to Morgan, and that which was giuen by othe 
them was alſo recalled, and 1ſorgan promiſed to make no further vſe of ir, : 
I611, Obie. Morgan came into England,and accompted for all thiugs whith he had not formerly accompted for, And was made free of London by Powdler,ard receined vp bis Inde 
. February. andthe Bonds of his Friends, and Bowdler publickly acknowledged Morgans faithful ſeruice, which according tocuftome of London ts areleae for all tzme paſt, I» 
Anſ. About thattime A7:rgan came into England,and did deliuer vpto Bewalcr aCopy of an Accompr, which he pretenced ro be juſt and perfect; but Aſorgan neythe' 
required Bowaler to accompt with him the reupon, neyther could Bowaler then have done it, For hee had rot received Accon pts from other his FaRtours in or 
parts beyond Seas ; with whom Morgans Accompts wult  haue correſpondencein many particulars; ſo that organ did only giue the Copie of an Accompt , but did. : 
accompt thereupon with his Maſter, Neither is'any of the otherpretences, a releaſe for the time palt, Ts: 
ObieQ. Morgan delivered io Bowdler avd Company , his laſt generall Accompt,and therem did ſet downe the particulars of 27794. 4.4-47.d. Flemiſh Money wrich i& 22600.l,” 
are, then owing by them by exchange and at intcreſl; whereof 6251,4.10,94244, Fl:miſh, which « ſterling 3460.1, was due ro Morgan, and forthe reſidue, Morgan was then engaged 
as their Fattor. | 
Arſ., OAtrrgan did not deliuer this laſt generall Accompt before March, the 23. eAv.1612. which was 10, monethes after the time pretended; Neyther doth this 
Accompr containe the particulars of 37794.1.4.$.7.d. Flemiſh, of debt then owing, whererin Morgan pretends hee was ingaged. Forthe colleCtion of debts therein made 
to be owing amounts to bur 10180.1, 14.5.3.d. to Strangers;and 6251-1.10.5. 2.9. to himſelfe, againſt which laſt ſome he maketh receiued with his owne hand in the faid | 
Accompt ,-5 266.1,10,5.8.d, in part thereof; neyther was hee engaged for all the reft ; bur all Accomprs beeing audited heeis fourd indebted to Bowdier. "8 
Obie&. The ſaid laſt generall Acccmpt was examined and allew:d of , and Bowdler ſealed unto Morgan & general Releaſe, -"h 
Anſ.The ſaid Accompr could not be examined vpon the 29.0f May 1612.which was not giuen yntill ten moperhs after Aſay,neyther was it examined in ſome tinſe a 
nor euer allowed, But it is true, that Bowldler ſealed a'generall releaſe to Morgan vpon the 29. of May, aforeſaid : which was only ypon truſt 8nd confidence of organs ... 
promiſe to iuſtifie his former Accompts when they ſhould be examined, and to giue vp his laſt generall Accompr within ſhort time after, For Morgan pretended that this res  - 
leaſe would be a meanes to procure him credit from his brother Frans Morgan and other friends, whereby ro follow his trade and dediity , for which he had ferued the 
terme of his Apprentice-hood, vpon proofe of which truſt in the Court of Chancery,he was ordered to accompt notwithftanding the ſid Releaſe, ER. 
Obic&t, Morgan demanding payment of Meggs, bee forſwore his hand to all Bills of exchange produced for aboue 40000.1, attomh ſince hee hath confeſſed, that he ga? 
Bowdler /caxe to ſubſcribe the ſame. : ps he + 
Arſ. Morgandid not demand any payment of Heggs before April 1617. which was five yeares after the date aforeſaid:ar whichtine, Neyther in 2{aji1612, were 2 was 
more of Xſeggs his Bils vnpayd, which Bowdler had ſubſcribed bur for 949.l.Kerling:and they were all vnder-written by A7-gg- bis authoity and with his priuitie. Neyther dight © 
Meggideny his authority giuen to Bowdlerin the ſubſcription; albeit ke charged Bowdler with his promile, of ſauing him harmelelſe, *% 
1618, Obie, One Commiſſion beeing expired , and no endmade, the Commiſſioners perſwaded Morgan to enter Bond to ſtand totheir Award, wheh he eonſemted ; prinided, that all t + 
| 7. Other. Defendants wonld doe the likg, whereupon, Meggs, Bowdler, and Turner, only ſealed Bor debut the ref refuſed , which Morgan d:;ſlking, procued a new Cmmiſſion'with direttion # 
\ inthe firft Commiſſion , but they refuſed thereupon to proceed as Coommiſſimers, becauſe Morgan was bound and but three of the Defend.nts, : Þ 
Anſ. . The Commiſſioners did aot perſwade Aforgan, but 2srgan perſwaded and intreated the Commitlioners to gee on in an arbitrary courſe : when the firſt Com 
miſſion was expired and he voluntarily did offer to ſeale new Bonds ro ſtand to their award; and, he did accept of Acggs , Turn'y and Bay4'erthcir Bonds without therelh, 
ſaying, that thoſe were the men he aymed at, and defired the Commiſſioners to proceed without the other Bonds, as by /1-roans hand intle Booke of the Commiſſioners api 
peareth, And touching the refuſzll of the Commiſſioners to proceed ypon the Commiſſion , which Morgan brought downe; ic wasbe:auſe the Lord Quancellor did t 
next day ſuperſeade the ſame with an other Commiſſion of other content. | = 2 LY 
| 1518, Obie. They made an Award, and ordered Morgan toceaſſe all Suits again#t Megs, Tones, Eſfington, Barlow,aud Sir John Bourchier, with divers other things mt referred to th 
f $.1anay, Anſ. They did not in their award order any ſuch matter; neyther did meddle with any thing which was not referred, © | - 
: Obie, The Award was erdered by the Lord Chancelor, to be ſpared for 11, Cauſes. ; 9 
| ares eAnſ. Theorder for ſuſpending the ſaid Award contaynes fare Cauſes, and they are particularly andefully anſwered by the Cerificate of the Commiſſioners ; 
the ninth of Febraary, 1618, yet to givea particular anſwere to them all; it followerh. Fey 


; Obiea, © 
"F=2 neuer tooke the Anſwereof Meggs and Bowdler, to Morgans Bill, whereunto they had demurred, which was the firit thing direfted intuir Commiſſion, 
| Arſe 1. 


He Commiſſioners did often call to Iforgar, to declare his exceptions to the ſaid anſwers, but he faid irthould not be needfuli; if ney made an Award as he hoped h 
would doe. And ſo indeed, at laft whenthey had examined all Accomprs, and found Aſorgan to be ipdebred to Bowdler, they did tiinke it vnneceſſary, 
Obie. 2. They did not examine any Witneſſes or Parties during all thew proceedings, but only lohn Greennowes, who # deeply engagesfor Bowdler, and bring chargea | 
theſe Monies himſelfe , ſweares to free himſcelfe by charging Morgan therewith, : | | 3 
Anſ. 2. They didexamine or cauſe to be examined ar Hambrongh in Germany, one John Qua'les, FaAor to Alderman Gore, whoſDepoſitions are aſwell returned} 
the Court, as thoſe of lob» Greenewes, and are vypon Record. Beſides, when Aforganrefuſed to zake his Oath, orto confeſſe the trugivefore the Commiſſioners; touch 
monies pretended by him to haue beene paid to Bowater, Hofte, Cleane, and others , then the Commiſſioners did examine the ſaid partis who did confront Morgan f © 
face, and forced him to confeſle the truth,as by their Certificate ypon Record in Court appeares.Alſo it is to be conſidered that in exarining of Marchans Accomprs, thi 
cannor be ſo full and ſufficient teſtimony produced vpon Pathnas by the comparing of Factors Accompts and Letters, who had weeklyCorreſpondence one with the ot] 
Laſtly, John Greenowes was not chargeable to Bowdler, for ſuch mopy as hee receiued by organs appointment, but he rather by his Oaz made himſelfe Jyable to t 
Morgan ; (lo that he did not ſweareto free himſclfe. — on. 


Obie, 3. The Commiſſonericharged Morgan for all four of thi Defendants, 7 
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Anſ. 2. TItis vntrue, that he is charged with one peny for any of the Defendants, for the Accomprs doe concerne Bowdler onlyfalthor bh M's 7. v1 

' the re(t Defendants, PIES, 

ObieR, 4. They charged Morgan alſo for three others, viz. Paſfijld, Greenowes,avd Aniſcombe Bowdlers Faftors, who were meere ftiraugers to the Suits 4 

bitrement, | | + i; "0 
Anſ. 4. Theſe three Fators had contir'uall weekly dealings,and intercourſe with Aforgantouching receits and payments of mony each for other;and Accomprs paſſed} 

betweene them and Bowaler, and Morgan; '{o that neceſſarily Aforgan muſt be charged with tuch ſummes of money, as the ſaid FaRors or any of them did pay te himor by | 
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Award , whereby hee could not anſwere them, 2 
eAxſ. 6. This accuſation is moſt falſe, For the Commiſſieners haue notallowed to Bowdler any one ſumme, which at the firſt meeting before the Commiſſioners, was © 
not demanded in writing but they haue giuen Bowdley much ſhort of his demands , and cauſed him to particularize his demands of intereſt, whereby the ſummes are'varyed' © * 
from the firſt demand', and made lcfſe, but not more then at the firſt, and likewiſe a Copie of the ſaid demands was giuen to Horgan, and he did anſwere thereunto before - 4 
the Commiſſioners. | X He 
Obie. 7. They allowed to Bowdler 8000.1. more then he did demand by Bill, for be demands but 3006.1, and they bane ginen him 1 1000 |. 
Anſ. 7, The Commiſſioners according to the manner of Marchants; at firft meeting required both parties co expreſle their demands in writings, and accordingly Rs 
proceeded in the examining of their Accomprs ; for the order of reference to the Commiſſioners, was to examine the Accompcs andnot the Bill, Alſo Bowdler demands*by® 
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Bill : reliefe for 3000.1. which organ ſhould owe him; accompring it ouer and aboue all that Aforgan had payd for him ; of which kinde of payments, the Commiſſia=i 
ners allowed to Morgan, 8000.1, Flemiſh atthe leaſt. Beſides, by way of accomprt exhibiredin writing before the Commiſſioners , Bowler did demand much more they 
I 1000.1, | | j 
ObieR. 8.- They Awarded,Twrner, and his Company to free Morgan from Peter Courten , and 40. other (reditors of theirs in all for above 18000.1. flerling , yet they neweſt 
mention who that Companie was for thoſe that truly were of that Company, viz, Meggs, Iones, Effington, Barlow,azd Sir lohn Bourchier, they Award Mergan 19 ceaſſe all $; its Y; 


againit them by name , but order not them to ceaſſe Snite againſt Morgan. Mf :, 


Anſ. 8. Firſt, of the pretended ſome of 18000.1. there was paid to Courten 12000.1, and diners other ſummes to other men; bur Morgan was neucrengaged for 4 1 
part thereof, except to Cortes, although to ſatisfic his clamorous di/poſition, the Commiſſioners did Award him to bee ſaued harmeleſle, Wes 
Secondly, Morgan had the ſame ſecuritie vnder the name of Bowaler and his company which his Letter of Attorney did mention;and he did know the company betterth 
the Commilſsioners, | 
Thirdly, Meggs,Eſington and Barlow were none of the Company,Neither did the Commiſsioners order that J4organ ſhovld releaſe to them or to Sir [obn Boxrchier,ag 
truely is alleaged. | ; 
_ __ Obie&, - They Awarded Morgan to ſeale a Releaſe vuts Bowdler, whereby Bowdlers Comnerbondof a 1000.1, ſealed ro Morgan to ſave him harmel:ſſe of the Bondof g 
which he ſealedto Meggs,fer BowCler fbould be diſcharged withiut gining Morgan any allowance for it, or Awarding Meggs to deliner wp the ſaid Bond, or ſeale Morgan a R 
Anſ. 9, By order of Court at the Rolles ypon the 22, of eApri/1618. it was ordered that the Accompts berweene Bowaler and Morgan being then vnder exan 
tion, before Maſter Barkzhonſe and other Commithoners; if vpn perfeQting of the ſaid Examination it ſhould appeare that Aſorgan was indebted to Bowdler 500.1..088 
der; then hee ſhould pay tro Meggs ſo much as he ſhould be to Bowdler indebred and no more; but if Bowdler were tound indebted to Morgan, then the Bond of org " g 
AMeggs of 5o0.l, ſhould bee cancelled; Now conſidering this order and that 4{-7ga» had only ſealed Bond before theſe Commiſſioners to pay to Meggs. Whi 
ſhould be found indebted to Bowdler, and not to p:y Bowaler any thing ; heis not wronged by this Award in this point, For by A4organs paying of the Awarded ſum 
Meggs, his Bond is diſcharged,and he being found in Bowdlers debt ; Bowdlers counter-bond ought to be diſcharged. | 
 Obie&, 10. They Award Morgan to pay 579.1.6.5.0, vnto Bowdler within three moncthes; yet they limit Bowdler, Turner, and bis (ompany no time to bee Morgan # 
ingagements for them, for aboue 18000.1, ſterling. | F 
Anſ. 10, The engagements are only imaginary and not reall; yet the Commiſſioners did prouide;that if any ſuite were commenced againſt Myrgan; hee ſhouk 
thereof ſaucd harmeleſle; fromtime to time vpon notice by him given to Bowaler or Twrver, of the ſaid ſuite, &c, If they fayled herein; he might yo remedy..ypen. 
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Bonds according to the Award. For the Commiſſioners did not order forges to ſealc any releaſe to them or they to him before; all Articles of their Award were repeetiuesr” = 5 
ly performed, | | I 
ObieR. 11. La#tly, the (ommiſſiovers did not purſue the direllions of their Commiſſion in any one particular, but didproceed moſt erronionſly, | | j A 4 bk. 


eAnſ. 11, They didnot vary from the direRions of the Courtin any thing, except by the intreatie and conſen of all parties, as by their Certiffate of the niath of F "I 
bruary 1618. appeareth, Beſides, being at laſt, become Arbitrators;and the ſaid covrie yndertaken by perſwaſion of all parties and Bonds mutually ſcaled to abide then 3 
Award; they were no longer bound to the formall proceedings, and direRions of the Court; but for their better ſatisfation they might procejd as Marchants in ti . 
examination of Marchants Accompts. 4 


1618, Obiet, The fine Arbitrators petitioned the Lord Chancellor that they might not certific the particalars of their Award, Z Bw 
6, February. Axſ; This is moſt vntrue, for at this time they were not,ordered to certific any particulars, and did notrequire any other thing of the Lord Clancellor, but that they 
might keepe their day Booke and other Papers, whereby they might be able ar all times to iuſtifie their Award , and to ſhew the Reaſons thereof. - =L 
, 19. Februay, ObieA, The Commiſſioners or eArbitrators wonld not obey any of the orders of Cenrt for redelinery of Morgans Papers. «1 
L : . _ -<609" 0.9 ypon one day procured an order which commanded the redeliuery, ſo Buwaler the next day procured a counter-mand,But at h& when the order! 
ctled they did obey. | "BN 
| 1619. Obicd. The (, oommiſ oners;being ordered to certifie tothe Conrt, the Reaſons of their Award they full refuſed witill Morgan forced themby an Attachmenlof the 20. of luly,r6 T. 
T5. April, Anſ, They were never ſerued with Attachment; neither was their any cauſe why Horgan ſhould prefie themto bring in their Reaſons, for thatþrder was begor, vpalin®: 
I6. ye, the motion of Bowdlers Conncell and not of Aorgans; beſides, the ſaid order for certifying the particular Reaſons of their Award was made but ypol the 16, of Iune YGThut: 
And they returned a Certificate ypon the fift day of eAzgy# following, which contayned the particuler labours of 160. dayes ſpent in that examinjtion, and filled 15a. 
ſheers of Paper , ſo that lefſe time could not bee allowed for ſuch a Certificate which was ſoexaRly and fully declared. | 33. 
1619, | Obie&, They cert:fie the particulars of their Award, and certifie that Maiter William Towerſon, and MafterRalph Freeman, wereprinie to all the) ſaid Proceedings. 
5. Augoft, Anſ, They did not certific them to bee privy to all their proceedings, but did particularly ſet downe what parcels they were priuie ynto, 38 
_ 38. Decemb. Obie. That ſix ther Commiſſi:ners were appointed, who aſſiſted with the Auditor of the ( hancery, were to' examine all Accompts, Letters and Writings , 4s alſo the Award of © 
the Arbitrator, | | -"N 
| Anſ. tis true that fix other Commiſſioners were appointed,but two of them were Maſters of the Court, and appointed to be continually preſere, or no meeting with» 
out them, who out of their formalitie,@uer-ruled the Marchants.And the order of Reference made ynto theſe Committees was ſo full of reftriftion, that thereby Aſforgami..... 
falfe Accomprs could not be perfeQly diſcouered, neither could the truth of Bowdlers caſe be made apparant, as by the order itſelfe appeareth. And the {aid Commirees, hegnt 1 
cauſe rhe Certificate of the firſt Commiſſioners was damned by the Lord Chancellor, before he referred the conſideration thereof ynto them, therefore they could not alla; 
of their teftimonie in the ſaid Certificate;ſo that it was to no purpoſe.that they were to examine it. And likewiſe other Accompts., Letters and Writings of Factors could nel 
be admitted, becauſe not proued in Court, | : £9 
Obie&t. That the fix laft Committees with the Auditor had often conference with the firft Arbitrators. | w 
T3. Marco. Arſ. The Committees and the Arbitratorsneuer had meeting together , for Mafter Tower/on one of thelaſt Commirtees, did often mooue the Maſters of the Co Þ-5 
that they might haue called the Arbitrators vnto them;but they would not conſent thereunto. | | T+2 
Obiet. The Cauſe being heard in open Court, in preſence of all parties and their Conncell, neither partie nor Conncell dened the truth of the laſt Certificate , as by order appe. 
2620, Anſi Many ObieRions were made againſt the ſaid Certificate, by'euery one of the parties , and alſo their Councell; albeirthe order doth votruly otherwiſe decla/8 
6. May. but the corruptions of thoſe times was Ph that truth could take no place, either in orders or otherwiſe. |, P 
-- Obieft. The Canſe being heard iSopen Court, it was finally decreed. ; "4 
| 19, Tune, Auſ. The Decree was made after the 26, of [une, but not in open Court, neither ata Seale , but very priuately-inimy Lords Chamber, no one of the pagrtic beeil 
| 26.Difs. preſentatthe pronouncing thereof, ReVag, - | $ : A $ 
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